532                  THE CHURCH IN THE WEST              [CHAP.
Alexandrian gnostics, especially Valentinus, endeavoured to gain
a footing in Rome and to win over the Roman community: but
both assaults were repulsed with full and lasting effect.
From the same period we have the account of a visit which
Polycarp, the aged bishop of Smyrna, paid to Rome. This was the
occasion of a discussion of the fact that Rome kept no celebration
of the Passover, and Polycarp did not succeed in persuading the
Romans to adopt the custom of Asia Minor in keeping the Pass-
over in association with the death of Christ. But this in no way
disturbed the peaceful relations of the Church with Asia Minor,
and Rome offered no objection when Christians of Asia Minor
who were settled in Rome celebrated the night of the Passover in
their accustomed way. But towards the end of the century the
rapidly prevailing custom of celebrating the resurrection on
Easter Sunday had been adopted in Rome, and now the difference
between the two rites seemed to Victor the bishop intolerable.
It was probably the existence of both customs side by side in
the city of Rome itself that finally determined him to turn against
the church of Asia Minor as a whole1, in order to strike at the root
of the evil. He assured himself of the assent of most of the churches
of the East, and of the church of Gaul, to the practice adopted in
Rome of celebrating Easter on a Sunday, and then demanded of
the church of Asia Minor that they should discontinue their
quartodeciman use, i.e. the commemoration of the death of
Christ on the day of the Jewish Passover.
When the spokesman of the Asiatics, bishop Polycrates of
Ephesus, replied that their custom was in accordance with
apostolic tradition, and found corroboration in, pointing to the
graves of the apostles in Asia Minor, Victor still persisted in his
demand and threatened exclusion from the fellowship of the
Church. But it then became clear that he no longer had the other
districts of the Church upon his side. These were not willing to
make the difference over Easter the occasion of a conflict that
would break up the unity of the Church; and Irenaeus protested to
his Roman colleague in strong terms against the overbearingness
of his demand. Thus the Roman claim to extend its authority
over the East as well was rejected; but the defeat had only a
momentary significance. Nevertheless in this matter Rome had in
fact been the representative of the general opinion of the Church
and had intervened as such. Out of this situation sprang new
possibilities for the* future.
1 The view of N. Zernov (Church Quart. Rev. cxvi, 1933,pp> 24W-) that
the controversy concerned only the community in Rome is not here adopted.